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ReMARKS 

FnvQmble reconsidcmtton of this application is respectfully requested in view of the 
amendments above and the following remarks. Claims I » 23. and 26 liave been amended 
herein* Claims 1-3, S-17, 20, and 22-26 are pending of which claims 1, 23, and 26 ore 
mdcpendcnL 

Claims 1-3, 6, and 23^26 were rejected under 35 U.S.C« §102(b) as allegedly being 
anticipated over I^e et a1. (5,583,659) rLce*^, 

Claim 5 was rqfectcd under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as allegedly being unpatenmbic over 
tee in view of Kodaira ctaL (6,868,183) C^Kodaim^. 

aaims 8, 10, and 15-17 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as all^edly being 
unpatentable over Lee in view of Hashimoto ct al (6,987,045) (Hashimoto). 

These rejecdons ore respeetfidly traversed for die reasons stated below. 

Allowable Snbtect Matter 

It is noted with a|»prcdadaii that chums 7, 9, 1 1 -1 4, 20, and 22 were objected to as 
being dependent up on a rejected base claim, but allowable if rewritten in independent form. 

Claim Rejection iTndcr 35 TJ.S.C. 6102 

The test for determining if a rcfcnmce anticipates a claim, for putposes of a rejection 
under 35 U.S.C g 102, is whedier the reference discloses all the elements of the claimed 
combinadon, or the mechanical equivalents thereof funcdoning in substantially die same way 
10 produce substantially the some results. As noted by the Court nf Appeals for the FedemI 
Circuit iatindemann Maschincnfabrick GmbH v. American Hobn and Derrick Cb., 221 
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USPQ 481 , 485 (Fed. Cir. 1984). in evaluating the sulEcicni^ of an onricipation rejection 
under 35 § 102, the Court stated; 

Anticipation requires the presence in a single prior art reference 
disclosLffo oiTeacb and every el cment of ibe claimed invenlion, 
arranged as in the clnim. 

Tlierefore, it the cited reference does not disclose each and every clemcni of the 
claimed tnvcndon, then the cited reference fails to imticxpate the claimed invention and» thus, 
die claimed invendon is distinguishable over the eited reference. 

The OfSce Action Kets &rdi a icjcctKon of claims 1-3, 6, and 23*26 tinder 35 US.C 
§1 02(b) Its allegedly being anticipated by Lac, This rejection is rcsfpectfiilly traversed 
because Ljbc fiiils to disclose all the features of indqiendent claims 1, 23, and 26, and the 
claims that depend Iherefinm. 

Lee fails to leach "detennining whether the pixels Jiavinc connectivity with pixel (i j) 
are edge pixels or non-Hsdge pixels," as recited in independent claims 1, 23, and 26, 
Conncctivi^ is described in the originally filed q;«cification in paragraph 3 1 and illustrated 
in Figure 3, In contrast to this claimed feature^ tee discloses classing only the center pixel 
(ij) as edge or non*<dee. Lee then repeats this process for other center pixels (ij). 
Therefore, Lee fails to teach determining if pixels baving connectivity to pixel (i j) are edge 
pixels or non-edge pixels. 

In fact, Lee fiiils to teach "classifying a oluralitv of individual pixels within a mask 
within the image as either edge or non-«dge/' as recited in independent claims 1 , 23, and 26. 
As set forth above; Lee discloses classing the center pixel (ij) of a mask and then 
classilying the cctticr pixel (ij) of another mask. Lee does not teach that multiple pixels 
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within the $ame mosk arc ctassiCcd as cntber edge or non-edge* Therefore^ Lee fails to teach 
clamTying a phimlity of individual pixels within a mask. 

also fails to teach '"^fvading an average value of £nbs edge pixels having 
connectivity with pixel (ij)« in response to determining that pixel (i J) is an edge pixel or an 
average value of only non-edge pixels having connectivity with pixel (ij) in response to 
dcicnnining that pixel (iJ) is a non-edge pixel/* as recited in independent claims 1 , 23, and 
26* In contmstto the claimed feature, I«e discloses averaging aU pixels Lee 
does not teach averaging cither only edge nixels or onlv non-edcge nixels based on the type of 
- pixel that the center pixel is, Tljat is, where the prior art averages every pixel within a mask, 
the claims rcdte averaging only a particular subset of pixels^ i^e* edge ornon-edge. 

Accordingly, because the prior an of record fiiils to teach or suggest the elements of 
independent daims I» 23» and 26, withdrawal of this rejection and allowance of the claims is 
respectfully requested. 



Claim Retcctfons Under 35 U,S,C. S103fa> 

The test for determining if a claim is rendered obvious by one or more references for 

purposes of a rejection under 35 U.S*C § 103 is set forth in MPEP § 706.02Q): 

To establish ^ prima fade case of obviousness, three basic criteria 
must be met, First^ ^ere must be some suggestion or motivadon, 
either in the references tbcoiselves or in the knowledge generally 
available to one of ordinary skill in the an, to modiiy the referenee 
or to combine reference teachings. Second, there must be a 
reasonable cxpccuidon of success. Finally, the prior art reference 
(or references when combined) must teach or Suggest all the claim 
. limitations. The teaching or suggestion to make the claimed 
combination and the reasonable expecmtion of success must both 
be found in the prior art and not based on applicant's disclosiuxu In 
re Vaeck 947 F.2d 488, 20 USPQ2d 1438 (Fed. Cir. 1991). 
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Therefore, if chc above-identified criteria arc noi met, then die cited rcfcrciiceCs) fails 
10 render obvious the claimed invention and, thus, the claimed invention is disdnguishable 
over the cited icferenceCs), 

Claim 5 was rejected under 35 U,S.C SI C)3(a) as being unpatentable over Lee in view 
ofKoduim. 

Lee and Kodaiia, uilccn ^singly or in combinadon, £iil to teach or suggest the elements 
of independent cla^ 1, JB:om which claim 5 depends, for the reasons set Ibrth above, 
Aecordingly, claim 5 is allowable at least by virtue of its dependence on claim 1 and 
withdrawal of Ihis rejecdon and allowance of the claims is respectfully requested. 

Claims 8| 10» and 15-17 were rejected under 35 U.S.C §103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lee in view of Hashimoto. 

Lee and Hashimoto, taken singly or in combinadon, fail to teach or suggest the 
elements of independent claim 1, feom which claims 8, 10, and 15-17 dq)cnd, for the reasons 
set forth above Accordingly^ claims 8, 10, and 15-17 are allowable at least by virtue of their 
dependence on claim 1 and wididrawal of this rgection and allowance of the claims is 
respectfully requested. 

Conclusion 

In light of the foregoing, wididrawal of the rejections of record and allowance of this 
application are earnesdy solicited. 

Should die Examiner believe that a te1q>hone conference with the undersigned would 
assist in resolving any issues pertaining to the allowability of the abovc-idcntilicd 
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CENTRAL FAX CiNTER 
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applicatioQ, please contact die undersigiied at the tulcfphone aumber listed below. Please 
grant any rcqiiircd extensions of tiroc and charge any fees due m connection witb this request 
to deposit account no. 08-2025. 



Respectfully submitted. 



Dated: March 20, 2007 




MANKAVA & KANG, P.C 
8321 Old Courthouse Road 
Suite 104 
Vienna. VA 221 82 
(703) 652-3822 
(703)865-5150 (laesimne) 
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